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Therefore, the inventions re different from each other in view of" the flow order ol'the system 
control signal. 

Claim Rejections - 35 US.C. § 102 

Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by l.Jchida et al. 
(hereinafter "Uchida-OGl"; US 6. t >30.66J ). The Applicant respectfully submits that claim 4 is 
patentable. 

Claim 4 recites: 

"(a) the set-lop box, in response to a received key 
instruction, generating and displaying OSD information (hat 
corresponds to the key instruction on a set-Top box screen and 
wirelessly transmitting the key instruction: 

(b) the display device generating OSD information thai 
corresponds to the key instruction received from the set -top box 
and displaying the OSD information on a display device screen." 

Claim 4 is patentable because Uchida-66! does not disclose "a set-top box ... wirelessly 
transmitting the key instruction" as recited in claim 4. liven assuming arguendo, that set-top box 
300 receives signals, there is no indication from the disclosure of Uchida-661 that ;-i key 
instruction is wirelessly transmitted from the set-top box 300 (Fig. 2). While the set-top box may 
communicate bi-directionally with the display apparatus 100. this falls far shori of disclosing 
"the set-lop box ... wirelessly transmitting the key instruction" as recited in claim 4. 1 Therefore, 
claim 4 is patentable. 

In an exemplary embodiment, a system control signal Hows in the order of a remote 
controller, a base device (set-top box), and a display device. Meanwhile, in the cited reference. 



"l-'or example., the remote control signal transmitter 250 can be used to switch I he power oii/ol'for to 
change Ihe channel on the sei-top box 300. Accordingly, the user can perform set-top box operations 
by using the control panel CP displayed on (lie LCD 107 of the display apparatus 100 and the touch 
panel 121. In this manner, the display apparatus 100 and (he base apparatus 200 communicate bi- 
directionally, as do the base apparatus 200 and the set-top box 300. the latter functioning as an 
external input apparatus" (col. 5, lines 37--17). 
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the system control signal flows in the order of a display device ;t base device, and an external 
input device. 

In more detail, an exemplary embodiment relates 1o a system for controlling the display 
device using the remote controller of'thc base device (set-top box), whereas the cited reference 
relates to a system for controlling the base device and the external input device using the display 
device. Therefore, an exemplary embodiment is different from the reference in view of the flow 
order of the system control signal. 

Claims 5-6 depend from claim 4 and are patentable for the same reasons as claim 4. 

Claim Rejections - 35 IJ.S.C. § 103 

Claims 1-3 arc rejected under 35 IJ.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Uchida et al. 
(hereinafter "Uchida-661" US 6.930.661 ) in view of Uchida el al. (hereinafter "Uchida-535"; 
US 2005/0262535). The Applicant respectfully submits claim 1 is patentable. 

Claim 1 recites a wireless sel-top box system comprising: 

"a set-top box operable to receive function control 
instructions, generate on-scrccn-displuy (OSD) information 
corresponding to the function control instruction, display the OSD 
information on a first screen connected by cable to the set top box. 
and wirelessly transmit the function control instruction." 

Claim 1 is patentable because Uchida-661 does not disclose "a set-top box operable to ... 

wirelessly transmit the function control instruction" as recited in claim 1. Kven assuming 

arguendo, that set-top box 300 receives function control instructions, there is no indication from 

the disclosure of Uchida-661 that function control instruction is wirelessly transmitted from the 

set-top box 300 (Fig. 2). While the set-lop box may communicate bi-directionally with the 

display apparatus 100. this falls far short of disclosing >'a sel-top box operable to ... wirelessly 

transmit the function control instruction" as recited in claim 4* Therefore, claim I is patentable. 



? - -For example-, the remote control signal transmitter 2S0 can be used to switch the power .on/off or to 
cluing the channel on the sel-top box 300. Accordingly, (he user can perform set-lop box operations 
by using the control panel CP displayed on the LCD 107 of the display apparatus 1 00 and the touch 
panel 121. hi tins manner, the display apparatus 100 and the base apparatus 200 communicate hi- 

,.,< footnote continued) 
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In an exemplary embodiment, a system control signal Hows in the order of a remote 
controller, a base device (set-top box), and a display device, Meanwhile, in the cited reference, 
the system control signal Hows in Ihc order of a display device, a base device, and an external 
input device. 

In more detail, an exemplary embodiment relates to a system for controlling the display 
device using the remote controller of the base device (set-top box), whereas the cited reference 
relates to a system for controlling the base device and the externa! input device using the display 
device. Therefore, an exemplary embodiment is different from the reference in view of the flow 
order of the system control signal. 

Claims 2-3 depend from claim 1 and arc patentable for at least the same reasons as claim 

1. 

In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions arc hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 



direcrionally. as do the base apparatus 200 and the 'set-top box 300. the latter functioning as an 
externa! input apparatus" (col. 5, lines 37-47). 
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The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required lees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee. to Deposit Account No. 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted. 



SUGHRUK MiON. PLLC Peter A. McKenna 

Telephone: (202)293-7060 Registration No. 38.551 

Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 




Dale: December 4. 2007 
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